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HOW TO READ AN EI S
An EI S asks and answers 6 questions:

1. WHAT ACTI ONS ARE PROPOSED? The answer is in the "Alternatives

i ncludi ng the proposed action” section of the EIS. One alternative
may be called the proposed action or "preferred" alternative. O
there may be a range of alternatives with none preferred over the

ot hers. The environnmental inpacts of the proposed action are
described in the sanme section and in the "Environnmental consequences”
section.

2. VWHY IS ACTI ON PROPOSED? The answer is in the "Purpose and Need"
section of the EIS. This is the problem or the opportunity to which
the agency is responding. This could be called the "What's m ssi ng,
what ' s broken" section.

3. WHAT WOULD HAPPEN I F NO ACTI ON WERE TAKEN? The answer is the "no
action"” alternative in the "Alternatives including the proposed
action section.” This alternative describes the problem or
opportunity wi thout any new action being taken.

4. 1S THERE ANY OTHER WAY TO ACCOWPLI SH WHAT WAS EXPECTED OF THE
PROPOSED ACTI ON? These are the "other reasonabl e courses of action”
in the "Alternatives including the proposed action" section of the
EIS. All reasonable alternatives that would neet the underlying need
are presented here in at |east sonme |evel of detail. The

envi ronnental inpacts of the alternatives are described in the sanme
section and in the "Environnental consequences" section.

5. |'S THERE ANY OTHER WAY TO ACCOWPLI SH WHAT WAS EXPECTED W TH LESS
ADVERSE ENVI RONMENTAL | MPACT? These are the "mtigation neasures” in
the "Alternatives including the proposed action" section of the EIS.
Al'l reasonable ways to avoid, mnimze, rectify, restore, reduce, and
conpensat e adverse environnental effects are in this section

6. WHAT FACTORS W LL BE USED WHEN DECI DI NG BETWEEN ALTERNATI VES?
These are the "purposes” in the "Purposes and needs" section of the
EIS. These are the goals the agency wi shes to achi eve while neeting
t he underlying need. There are al nost always 3 major kinds of

pur poses, or decision factors: econom cs, engineering, and

envi ronnent .

Very specific coments do the npbst good. Please give chapter and
page references to the EI'S. Constructive suggestions are the nost
useful--tell us exactly what it is that you want us to do. Thank
youl!



PART A.
THE PHYSI CAL DOCUMENT

1. Format in general. 1502.10; 1500.4(e)

1.1 Does the EIS follow the standard EI' S formt:

(a) Cover sheet? 1502.10(a)

yes/ no page(s)
(b) Sunmary? 1502. 10(b)

yes/ no page(s)
(c) Table of contents?

yes/ no page(s)

(d) Purpose of and need for action? 1502.10(d)
yes/ no page(s)

(e) Alternatives including the proposed action?
1502. 10( e)
yes/ no page(s)

(f) Affected environment? 1502. 10(f)
yes/ no page(s)

(g) Environnmental consequences? 1502.10(Q)
yes/ no page(s)

(h) List of preparers? 1502.10(h)
yes/ no page(s)

(i) List of agencies, organizations, and persons to whom
copies of the statenent are sent? 1502.10(i)
yes/ no page(s)

(j) !'ndex? 1502.10(j yes/ no page(s)

(k) Appendices, if any? 1502.10(k)
yes/ no page(s)

1.2 Are these sections in the order given? 1502.10
yes/ no page(s)

1.3 Are these the only sections (i.e., Does the EI'S have no
sections in addition to those of the standard format)
1502. 10



yes/ no page(s)

Nonst andard format. |If none of the answers to the questions in
part 1 above were "no", the format is okay and the revi ewer
should skip this part and go to part 3. [If any answer is "
answer the questions in this part.

no-,

2.1 Does the EIS state a conpelling reason for not foll ow ng
the standard EIS format? 1502.10
yes/ no page(s)

2.2 Does the nonstandard format encourage (i) good anal ysis
and (ii) clear presentation of the alternatives including
t he proposed action? 1502.10; 1500.4(e)
yes/ no page(s)

2.3 Does the nonstandard format include the sections required
by 1502.10(a), (b), (c), (h), (i) and (j), and the
substance of 1502.10(d), (e), (f), (g) and (k)? 1501.10

yes/ no page(s)

Lengt h.

3.1 Is the text of the EIS (the sections required by
1502.10(d), (e), (f), and (g, less than 150 pages? 1502.7
yes/ no page(s)

3.2 If the text of the EIS exceed 150 pages, are the reasons
given why this EIS is of unusual scope or conplexity?
1502.7

yes/ no page(s)

3.3 Is the text of the EIS | ess than 300 pages?
yes/ no page(s)

3.4 If the EIS is unusually long (usually nmeaning 150 to 300

pages), does the EIS explain that the sunmary will be
circulated instead of the entire EIS? 1500. 4(h)
yes/ no page(s)

3.5 Is the EIS no longer than the page |limts set during the
scopi ng process? 1501.7(b) (1)
yes/ no page(s)

3.6 Subjective length standards. |Is the EIS

(a) Concise? 1502(2)(c); 1502.1
yes/ no page(s)



(b)

(c)

No | onger than absolutely necessary to conply with
NEPA and the CEQ s regul ations? 1502.2(c); 1500. 4(a)
yes/ no page(s)

In proportionate length to (i) potenti al

envi ronnental problenms and (ii) project size?
1502. 2(c)
yes/ no page(s)

PART B. COVWPONENTS OF THE EI S

L. Cover sheet. |

1.1 Does the cover sheet i nclude:

(a)

(b)
(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(9)

(h)

A list of the responsible agencies including the |ead
agency and any cooperating agencies? 1502.11(a)
yes/ no page(s)

The title of the proposed action? 1502.11(b)

yes/ no page(s)
The titles of related cooperating agency actions, if
appropriate? 1502.11(b)

yes/ no page(s)

The nanmes of the State(s) and county(ies) (or other
jurisdiction, if applicable) where the actions are
| ocated? 1502.11(b)

yes/ no page(s)

The nanme, address, and tel ephone nunber of the person
at the agency who can supply further informtion?
1502. 11(c)

yes/ no page(s)

A designation of the statenent as a draft, final, or
draft or final supplenent? 1502.11(d)
yes/ no page(s)

A one- paragraph abstract of the statenent?
1502. 11(d)
yes/ no page(s)

The date by which comments nmust be received?
1502. 11(f)
yes/ no page(s)



2.

Summary

2.1 Does the summary stress

(a) The mmjor conclusions in the EIS? 1502.12
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Areas of controversy (including issues raised by
agencies and the public)? 1502.12
yes/ no page(s)

(c) Issues to be resolved (including the choice anong
alternatives)? 1502.12
yes/ no page(s)

2.2 Does the summary (i) adequately and (ii) accurately
sunmarize the statenent (i.e., Could the summary stand on
its owmn if it were circulated without the rest of the
statenent)? 1502. 12;

yes/ no page(s)

2.3 |Is the summary 15 pages or less? 1502.12
yes/ no page(s)

Tabl e of contents.

3.1 Is the table of contents accurate? 1502.10(c)
yes/ no page(s)

Pur pose of and need for action.

4.1 Does the statenent specify the underlying need to which
t he agency is responding in proposing the alternatives
i ncluding the proposed action ("need" is defined as (i)
the | ack of sonething requisite, desirable, or useful, or
(ii) a condition requiring supply or relief)? 1502.13
yes/ no page(s)

4.2 Does the statenment specify the underlying purposes to
whi ch the agency is responding in proposing the
alternatives including the proposed action ("purpose"” is
defined as (i) a goal or (ii) an end to be attained)?
1502. 13

yes/ no page(s)

Al ternatives including the proposed action.




6.

.2

.3

5.1 Does this section of the EI'S include

(a) All reasonable alternatives? 1502.14(a)
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Reasons why alternatives which were elimnated from

detailed study were elimnated? 1502.14(a)
yes/ no page(s)

(c) Reasonable alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the
| ead agency? 1502.14(c)
yes/ no page(s)

(d) The "no action" alternative (defined as "not neeting the
need")? 1502.14(d)
yes/ no page(s)

(e) A statenment on whether one or nore alternative(s) is the
agency's preferred alternative(s)? 1502.14(e)
yes/ no page(s)

(f) If the agency has a preferred alternative, identification
of that alternative? 1502.14(e)
yes/ no page(s)

(g) Appropriate mtigation neasures not already included in
t he proposed action or alternatives? 1502.14(f)
yes/ no page(s)

Is the material presented in this section based on the
informati on and anal ysis presented in (i) the Affected
Envi ronment section and (ii) the Environmental Consequences
section? 1502.14

yes/ no page(s)

Subj ective standards. Does this section of the EIS:

(a) Present the environnmental inpacts of the proposal and the
alternative in conparative forn? 1502. 14
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Sharply define the issues and provide a clear basis for
choi ce anong options? 1502.14
yes/ no page(s)

(c) Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable

alternatives? 1502.14(a)
yes/ no page(s)

Af f ected environnent.




7.

Does this section of the EIS describe the environnent of
the areas to be affected or created by the alternatives
under consideration? 1502.15

yes/ no page(s)

Subj ective standards. |Is this section:

(a) No longer than necessary to understand the effects of
the alternatives? 1502.15
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Witten to a |level of detail comensurate with the
i nportance of the inpact, with | ess inportant
mat eri al summari zed, consolidated, or sinply
references? 1502.15
yes/ no page(s)

(c) Succinct? 1502.5
yes/ no page(s)

Envi ronnment al consequences. This first set of questions in

this

part derives from section 1502.16 of the CEQ s

regul ati ons.

7.1

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Does

(a)

Does this section of the EI'S consolidate the discussions
requi red by NEPA Sections 102(2)(C (i), (ii), (iv), and
(v), specifically (see also 1502.10(q),

The environnmental inpacts of the alternatives including
t he proposed action? 1502.16; NEPA 102(2)(C) (i)
yes/ no page(s)

Any adverse environnental effects which cannot be avoi ded
shoul d the proposal be inplenmented? 1502.16;
yes/ no page(s)

The rel ationship between short-term uses of man's
envi ronnent and the mai ntenance and enhancement of | ong-
term productivity? 1502.16; NEPA 102(2)(C) (iv)

yes/ no page(s)

Any (i) irreversible or (ii) irretrievable comm tnent of

resources which would be involved in the proposal should

it be inplemented? 1502.16; NEPA Section 102(2)(C)(v)
yes/ no page(s)

this section of the EI'S include discussions of

Direct effects and their significance? 1502.16(a)



yes/ no page(s)

(b) Indirect effects and their significance? 1502.16(b)
yes/ no page(s)

(c) The environnental effects of alternatives including the

proposed acti on? 1502. 16(d)
yes/ no page(s)

(d) Urban quality? 1502.16(9)
yes/ no/ na page(s)

(e) Historic and cultural resources (apart from Nati onal
Regi ster and eligible properties)? 1502.16(Q)
yes/ no page(s)

(f) Means to mtigate adverse environnental inpacts if not
fully covered under the "alternatives including the
proposed action" section? 1502.16(h)

yes/ no page(s)

7.3 Does this section of the EIS include discussion of possible
conflicts between the proposed action and the objectives of (i)
Federal and (ii) (in the case of a reservation) Indian tribe
| and-use plans, policies and controls for the area concerned?
1502. 16(c)

yes/ no page(s)

7.4 Does this section of the EIS state how alternatives consi dered
in it and decisions based on it will or will not achieve the
requi renments of sections 101 and 102(1) of NEPA and ot her
envi ronnental |aws and policies? 1502.1(d)

yes/ no page(s)

This next set of questions in this part derives environmental
statutes and regul ati ons apart from NEPA and the CEQ regul ati ons.
The basis for these questions is (1) 1502.2(c), 1500.4(k), and
1500. 5(g), which require that environmental review | aws and executive
orders be integrated with EISs to the full est extent possible; (2)
1508. 27, which lists nost environnental statutes and regul ations as
rel evant to the determ nation of "significance"; 3) 1502.16(a) and
(b), which require that environnmental effects "and their
significance" be included in this section of an EIS; and (4)

1502. 2(e), which requires that an EIS state how the alternatives
achi eve the requirenments of environnmental |aws and policies.



7.5 Endangered Species Act. Does this section of the EIS state
whet her the alternatives including the proposed action;

(a) May affect a |listed endangered or threatened species?
ESA 7(a) (2)
yes/ no page(s)
(b) May adversely nodify a critical habitat? ESA 7(a)(2)
yes/ no page(s)
(c) May result in construction and/or a construction contract?
ESA 7(c)
yes/ no page(s)

Herit age conservati on

7.6 Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
(i ncluding the proposed action) may have an effect on

(a) Access to religious sites or cerenonial rites of the

Nati ve Anmerican?
yes/ no page(s)

(b) A property listed on the National Register of Historic

Pl aces?
yes/ no page(s)

(c) A property eligible for listing on the National Register

of Historic Places?
yes/ no page(s)

(d) A property listed on the National Registry of Natural

Landmar ks?
yes/ no page(s)

(e) A property listed as a National Historic Landmark?
yes/ no page(s)
(f) A property listed on the Wrld Heritage List?
yes/ no page(s)
7.7 Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action may include the excavation,
renoval , damage, alteration, or defacing of any archeol ogi cal
resource | ocated on public lands or on Indian | ands or on | ands

the fee title to which is held by the United States? 1502. 25(b)
yes/ no page(s)



State and | ocal program consi stency

7.8

7.9

If the alternatives including the proposed action include (i)
direct Federal devel opnment, or (ii) Federal assistance, Federal
financi al assistance, or a Federal assistance program does
this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives are
consistent to the maxi num extent feasible with State, areaw de,
and | ocal plans and progranf? 1502.16(c); 1506.2(c)

yes/ no page(s)

If the alternatives including the proposed action are not

consi stent or conpatible with State, areaw de, and | ocal plans
and progranms, does this section of the EI'S explain any
necessary inconsistency or inconmpatibility? 1506.2(d)

yes/ no page(s)

Coast al nmmnagenent program consi Stency

7.10 If the alternatives including the proposed action include (i) a

devel opnent project, or (ii) an activity, does this section of
the EIS state whether the alternatives

(a) Directly affect the coastal zone?
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Are listed in an approved coastal managenent program as

requiring a consistency determ nation?
yes/ no page(s)

(c) Have been nonitored by a State as requiring a consistency
determ nati on?
yes/ no page(s)

(d) Are the sane as or sinmlar to devel opnent projects and
activities for which a consistency deterni nati on has been
prepared in the past?

yes/ no page(s)

(e) Were already subject to a "thorough consi stency
assessnment"?
yes/ no page(s)

7.11 1 f the alternatives including the proposal include a

devel opnent project, does this section of the EIS state whether
t he devel opnment project is "in the coastal zone"?



7.12 Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncluding the proposed action require (i) a consistency
determ nation, or (ii) a negative determ nation?

yes/ no page(s)

Fl oodpl ai ns _and wet | ands NOTE: For purposes of the next
two questions, the term "action"” is defined as acquiring,
managi ng, or disposing of federal |ands and facilities;
Federal |l y undertaken, financed, or assisted construction and
i mprovenents; and Federal activities and prograns affecting
| and use.

7.13 Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action take place in or have an effect
on a floodplain?
yes/ no page(s)

7.14 Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncluding the proposed action take place in a wetland?

yes/ no page(s)

7.15 Farm ands. Does this section of the EIS state whether the
alternatives including the proposed action include actions
whi ch convert farm ands to ot her uses?

yes/ no page(s)

7.16 Recreation resources. Does this section of the EIS state
whet her the alternatives including the proposed action

(a) May adversely affect the values for which a conponent of
the National wild and scenic Rivers System was established?
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Are inconpatible with the nature or purposes of a part of
the National Trails Systenf
yes/ no page(s)

(c) Affect Forest Service or BLM wil derness areas?
yes/ no page(s)

(d) Affect parks, parklands, ecologically critical areas, or
ot her areas of ecological, recreational, scenic, or
esthetic inportance?

yes/ no page(s)

Pernmts

7.17 Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncluding the proposed action include



.18

.19

. 20

.21

.22

.23

(a) A structure or work in, under, or over a navigable water
of the United States?
yes/ no page(s)

(b) A structure or work affecting a navigable water of the
United states (a transm ssion |ine under or over a
navi gabl e water of the United States is considered to be a
structure having an inpact on the navigability of such a
wat er) ?
yes/ no page(s)

(c) The deposit of fill material or an excavation that in any
manner alters or nodifies the course, |location, condition,
or capacity of a navigable water of the United States?

yes/ no page(s)

Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives

i ncluding the proposed action require a Rivers and arbors

Appropriation (Refuse) Act Section 10 permt? 1502. 25(b)
yes/ no page(s)

Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action include the discharge of dredge
or fill material into waters of the United States?

yes/ no page(s)

Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action require a Federal Water Poll ution
Control (Clean Water) Act section 404 permt? 1502.25(b)

yes/ no page(s)

Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncluding the proposed action include a right-of-way on public
l and (NPS, FS,BLM or FWS5)?

yes/ no page(s)

Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action require a Federal |and managenent
agency right-of-way permt? 1502.25(b)

yes/ no page(s)

Urban policy. Does this section of the EIS state whether the
alternatives including the proposed action include a mjor
policy or programinitiative (new or changed program or policy,
not an individual project), affecting cities, counties, and

ot her conmmunities?




yes/ no page(s)

Pol l uti on contro

7.24 Air.

Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncl udi ng the proposed action

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Are affected by National Anbient air quality Standards
(primary and secondary)?
yes/ no page(s)
Conform to EPA-approved State | nplenentation Pl ans?
yes/ no page(s)
Are affected by new Source Performance Standards?
yes/ no page(s)
Are affected by the Class | designation of any area?
yes/ no page(s)
Are affected by National Eni ssion Standards for Hazardous
Air Pollutants?
yes/ no page(s)
Are affected by em ssion limtations in any Air Quality

Control Regi on?
yes/ no page(s)

7.25 Water.

Does this section of the EIS state whether the

al ternatives including the proposed action

(a)

(b)

(¢c)

| ncl ude nontransportation-related facilities which due to
their location could reasonably be expected to spill oil
into or upon the navigable waters of the United States or
adj oi ni ng shorelines?

yes/ no page(s)
Are affected by effluent guidelines and standards?

yes/ no page(s)
Are affected by water quality standards?

yes/ no page(s)

7.26 Hazardous waste.



Does this section of the EIS state whether the
alternatives including the proposed action are affected by
Federal or State guidelines or regulations respecting

(a) The generation of hazardous waste?
yes/ no page(s)

(b) The transportation of hazardous waste?
yes/ no page(s)

(c) The treatnment, storage, or disposal of hazardous waste?
yes/ no page(s)
7.27 Solid waste.
Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action are affected by Federal or
state guidelines or regul ations respecting
(a) The procurenent of recycled or recycl abl e products?

yes/ no page(s)

(b) The source separation and recycling of recycl able

products?

yes/ no page(s)
(c) Solid waste storage?

yes/ no page(s)
(d) Solid waste transport?

yes/ no page(s)
(e) Solid waste disposal?

yes/ no page(s)

7.28 Drinking water.
Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action

(a) Are affected by the National InterimPrimary Drinking
Wat er Regul ati ons (EPA or a State which has assuned
primacy) ?

yes/ no page(s)

(b) Are affected by the National Secondary Drinking Water
Regul ations (EPA or a State which has assumed primacy)?

yes/ no page(s)



(c) Affect a sole-source aquifer?
yes/ no page(s)
7.29 Noi se.
Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action are affected by noise
st andar ds?
yes/ no page(s)

7. 30 Pestici des.
Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncl udi ng the proposed action

(a) Are affected by regulations on the storage and di sposal of
pestici des and pesticide containers?
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Are affected by regulations on the purchase and use of
pesticides?
yes/ no page(s)

7.31 PCBs.
Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
I ncl uding the proposed action are affected by EPA
regul ati ons on the use, marking, transport, and disposal of
PCBs ?
yes/ no page(s)

7.32 Energy conservation at Federal facilities.
Does this section of the EIS state whether the alternatives
i ncludi ng the proposed action include:

(a) The operation, maintenance, or retrofit of an existing
Federal buil ding?
yes/ no page(s)

(b) The construction or |ease of a new Federal building?

yes/ no page(s)

(c) Federal agency operations other than building operations?
yes/ no page(s)

This next set of questions in this part derives from section 1508. 27
of the CEQ s regulations. The basis for these questions is

1502. 16(a) and (b), which require that this section of an EI S include
di scussi ons of environnental effects "and their significance."



7. 33 Cont ext.
Are the alternatives including the proposed action anal yzed

(a) In several contexts, such as society as a whole, the
affected region, the affected interests, and the locality?
1508. 27(a)
yes/ no page(s)
7.35 Intensity.
Are the alternatives including the proposed action anal yzed:

(a) For (i) beneficial and (ii) adverse inpacts? 1508.27(b) (1)
yes/ no page(s)

(b) For effects on public safety? 1508.27(b) (2)
yes/ no page(s)

(c) For the degree to which the action may adversely affect
significant scientific resources? 1508.27(b(8)

yes/ no page(s)

7.36 Intensity.
Does this section of the EIS state whet her:

(a) The effects on the quality of the human environnment are
likely to be highly controversial? 1508.27(b)(4)

yes/ no page(s)

(b) The possible effects on the human environment are highly
uncertain or involve unique or unknown risks?
1508. 27(b) (5)
yes/ no page(s)

(c) The action may establish a precedent for future actions
with significant effects or represents a decision in
principle about a future consideration? 1508.27(b) (6)

yes/ no page(s)

(d) The action is related to other actions with individually
insignificant but cunul atively significant inpacts
(significance cannot be avoided by term ng an action
tenporary or by breaking it down into small conponent
parts)? 1508.27(b)(7)

yes/ no page(s)

8. List of preparers




8.1

8.3

Does this section of the EIS list (i) the nanmes and (ii)
the qualifications (expertise, experience, professional
di sci pline) of persons who were primarily responsible for
preparation of (a) The EIS? 1502.17

yes/ no page(s)

(b) Significant background papers®?507. 17

yes/ no page(s)
(c) A particular analysis (including analysis in

background papers)?

yes/ no page(s)
Does this section of the EIS indicate that the agency
enpl oyed editors (or witers of clear prose) to wite,
review, or edit the ElI S?1502.8

yes/ no page(s)

Is this section of the EIS two pages or less? 1502.17

yes/ no page(s)

Li st of agencies. organi zations, and persons to whom copi es of

the statenment are sent.

9.1

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Does this section of the EIS show that the statenent wil|
be circul ated to;

Any Federal agency which has jurisdiction by |aw (1508. 15)
with respect to any environnental inpact involved?
yes/ no page(s)

Any Federal agency which has special expertise
(1508.26) with respect to any environnental i npact
i nvol ved? 1502. 19(a); NEPA 102(2)(C

yes/ no page(s)

Any appropriate Federal, State, or |local agency authorized
to devel op and enforce environnental
st andards2502. 19(a); NEPA 102(2)(C

yes/ no page(s)

The applicant (defined as private applicants sponsoring a
proposal ), if any? 1502.19(b)



yes/ no page(s)

(e) Any person, organi zation, or agency requesting the
statement? 1502. 19(c)
yes/ no page(s)

(f) In the case of a final EI'S, any person, organization, or
agency which submtted substantive comrents on the draft?
1502. 19(d)
yes/ no page(s)
9.2 Does this section of the EIS show that the entire draft and
final EIS is being circul ated except for (i) certain
appendi ces, 1502.18(d); (ii) unchanged statenents, 1503.4(c);
and (iii) unusually long statenents, 1500.4(h)? 1502.19
yes/ no page(s)

10. Index. (Note: A standard index based on the CEQ regul ations
and the Checklist of 16 is being prepared. As a
rule, the Index should contain all key words used on
the statenent, such as "coastal zones, endangered
speci es, floodplains, National Register of Historic
Pl aces, noise, Section 404 permt, etc.")

11. Appendix (if any)

11.1 If there is an appendi x, does it consist of material
prepared in connection with the EIS (as distinct from
material which is not so prepared and which is
i ncorporated by reference)? 1502.18(a)

yes/ no page(s)

11.2 If there is an appendi Xx,

(a) Does it substantiate any anal ysis fundanental to the
El S? 1502. 18(b)

yes/ no page(s)

(b) Is it (i) analytic and (ii) relevant to the decision
to be made? 1502.18(c)
yes/ no page(s)

11.3 If there is an appendix, is it either (i) circulated with
the EIS or (ii) readily available on request? 1502.18(d)
yes/ no page(s)

PART C. SUBJECTI VE EI' S STANDARDS

1. s the EIS



(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Conci se, clear and to the point? 1502.1; 1502.2(c);
1500. 2(b)
yes/ no page(s)

Supported by evidence that the agency has made the
necessary environnmental analyses? 1502.1; 1500. 2(b)

yes/ no page(s)

Anal ytic rather than encyclopedic? 1502.2(a); 1500.4(b)
yes/ no page(s)

Witten in plain |l anguage (using appropriate graphics) so
t hat deci si onnakers and the public can readily understand
it? 1502.8; 1500.4(d)

yes/ no page(s)

2. Does the EI' S

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

()

(9)

Provide a full and fair discussion of significant
envi ronnental inmpacts? 1502.1
yes/ no page(s)

| nform deci si onnakers and the public of the reasonable
alternatives which would avoid or m nim ze adverse inpacts
or enhance the quality of the human environnment? 1502.1;
1500. 2(e)

yes/ no page(s)

Di scuss inmpacts in proportion to their significance and

only briefly discuss other than significant issues?

1502. 2(b); 1500. 1(b); 1500.4(c); 1501.1(d); 1501.7(a)(2)
yes/ no page(s)

Enconpass the range of alternatives considered by the
ultimate agency deci si onmaker? 1502.2(e); 1505.1(e)

yes/ no page(s)
Serve as a neans of assessing the environnmental inpact of
proposed agency actions rather than justifying decisions
al ready made? 1502.2(g); 1502.5; 1500.1(c)

yes/ no page(s)
Enphasi ze portions that are useful to decisionmkers and
t he public and reduce enphasis on background material ?
1500. 4(f)

yes/ no page(s)

| dentify environnental effects and val ues in adequate



detail so they can be conpared to econom ¢ and techni cal
anal yses? 1501. 2(b)
yes/ no page(s)

(h) Serve as an action-forcing device to ensure that the
policies and goals defined in NEPA are infused into the
ongoi ng prograns and actions of the agency? 1502.1

yes/ no page(s)
PART D. QUESTI ONS RELATI NG TO DRAFT AND FI NAL EIl Ss

1. Draft EIS. This part applies only to draft EISs, revised draft
El Ss and EIS draft supplenments. |[If the docunent being revi ewed
is a final EIS or EIS final supplenent, skip this part and go
on to part 2 bel ow.

1.1 Does the draft EIS state whether the agency has a
preferred alternative or alternatives? 1502.14(e)
yes/ no page(s)

1.2 |If the agency has a preferred alternative or alternatives,
does the draft EIS identify such alternative(s)?

1502. 14(e)
yes/ no page(s)

1.3 Does the draft EIS list all Federal permts, |licenses and
other entitlenments which nust be obtained in inplenmenting
t he proposal, such as

(a) Section 10 (navigable water crossing) permts?
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Section 404 (dredge and fill) permts?
yes/ no page(s)

(c) Federal land (right-of-way) permts?
yes/ no page(s)

(d) Archaeol ogi cal Resources Protection Act (Antiquities
Act) permts?
yes/ no page(s)

(e) O hers? 1502.25(b)
yes/ no page(s)

1.4 |If it is uncertain whether a Federal permt, license or
other entitlenent is necessary, does the draft EIS so



1.5

i ndicate? 1502. 25(b)
yes/ no page(s)

Subj ective standards. Does the draft EIS

(a) Fulfill and satisfy to the fullest extent possible
the requirenments established for final EISs in
section 102(2)(C) of NEPA? 1502.9(a)

yes/ no page(s)

(b) Disclose and di scuss at appropriate points all ngajor
poi nts of view on the environmental inpacts of the
alternatives including the proposed action?

1502. 9(a)
yes/ no page(s)

1.6 Subjective standards. |Is the draft EI' S

2. Fi nal

(a) Prepared in accordance with the scope decided upon in
the scoping process? 1502.9(a)
yes/ no page(s)

(b) To the fullest extent possible prepared
concurrently with and integrated with
envi ronnental inmpact anal yses and rel ated surveys
and studies required by the NHPA, ESA,

and oher environmental review | aws
and executive orders? 1502. 25( b)
yes/ no page(s)

(c) So inadequate as to preclude neani ngful analysis?
1502. 9( a)
yes/ no page(s)

El Ss.

This part applies only to final EISs and EIS final
suppl enent s.

2.1

Is the text of the final EIS |l ess than 150 pages (| ess
t han 300 pages for proposals of unusual scope or
conplexity)? 1502.7

yes/ no page(s)

Does the final EIS state whether the agency has a
preferred alternative or alternatives? 1502.14(e)

yes/ no page(s)

I f the agency has a preferred alternative or alternatives,
does the final EIS identify such alternative(s)?
1502. 14(e)

yes/ no page(s)



2.4 An agency nust respond in the final EIS to comments

2.

received on the draft EI'S. 1502.9(b). Does the final EIS

(a) Discuss at appropriate points any responsi ble opposing
vi ew whi ch was not adequately discussed in the draft EIS
and indicate the agency's response to the issues raised?
1502. 9( b)

yes/ no page(s)

(b) Assess and consider comments both individually and
coll ectively? 1503.4(a)
yes/ no page(s)

(c) Have attached to it all substantive coments (or
summari es thereof if the comments have been
exceptionally volunm nous), received on the draft EIS
whet her or not the comment is thought to nerit
i ndi vi dual di scussion by the agency in the text of
the EIS? 1503. 4(b)

yes/ no page(s)

(d) Have responses stated by one or nore of these
possi bl e nmeans: (1) nodify alternatives; (2) devel op
alternatives not previously given serious
consideration; (3) supplenent, inmprove, or nodify the
anal yses; (4) make factual corrections; and (5)
expl ain why no further response is warranted?

1503. 4(a)
yes/ no page(s)

Does the final EIS indicate that it is being circulated to
any person, organization, or agency which submtted
substantive coments on the draft? 1502.19(d)

yes/ no page(s)

If a comment does not warrant further agency response

(a) Didthe agency attach errata sheets to the draft EI' S
rather than rewite the draft EIS? 1503.4(c);
1500. 4(m
yes/ no page(s)

(b) Are the comments, the responses, and the changes
circulated rather than the entire final EIS?
1503.4(c); 1500.4(m

yes/ no page(s)

(c) Is the entire docunent with a new cover sheet filed

as a final EI'S? 1503.4(c)
yes/ no page(s)



END
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CHECKLI ST FOR THE CONTENTS OF A
RECORD OF DECI SI ON ( ROD)

Record of Decision title:

Final EIS Title (if different from above ROD title):

Revi ewer :
COVDATE: Dat e Recei ved:
Date of Final EIS: Dat e of ROD:
DECI SI ON
1. Does the ROD state what the decision was? 1505.2(a)
yes/ no page(s)
2. Does the ROD identify all alternatives considered in reaching
t he decision? 1505.2(b)
yes/ no page(s)
3. Does the ROD specify which alternative or alternatives were
considered to be environnentally preferable, and why? 1505. 2(Db)
yes/ no page(s)

4, Does the ROD (i) identify and (ii) discuss all relevant factors
i ncludi ng any essential considerations of national policy which
wer e bal anced by the agency in making its decision? 1505.2(b)

yes/ no page(s)
5. Does the ROD state how those factors identified and di scussed
in question 4 entered into the decision? 1505.2(b)
yes/ no page(s)
6. If the chosen alternative was not an environnmentally preferable

al ternative, does the ROD state why an environnmentally
preferable alternative was not chosen? 1505.2(b); 1500.2(f)
yes/ no page(s)

M TI GATI ON

7. Does the ROD state whether all practicable neans to avoid or
m nimze environmental harmfromthe alternative sel ected have
been adopted?
yes/ no page(s)
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8. Does the ROD identify all practicable neans to avoid or
m nimze environmental harmfor the alternative selected which
were identified in the EIS but which were not adopted?

1505. 2(¢)
yes/ no page(s)
9. Does the ROD state the reasons why the mtigation neasures
identified in question 8 were not adopted? 1505.2(c)
yes/ no page(s)
MONI TORI NG AND ENFORCEMENT
10. Does the ROD state whether a nonitoring and enforcenment program
is applicable for any mtigation? 1505.2(c)
yes/ no page(s)

11. Does the ROD state whether any applicable nonitoring and
enf orcenent program has been adopted? 1505.2(c)

yes/ no page(s)
12. Does the ROD summarize nonitoring and enforcenment prograns
whi ch have been adopted? 1505.2(c)
yes/ no page(s)
M SCELLANEQUS
13. s the ROD concise? 1505.2
yes/ no page(s)

14. Does the ROD state on its face howit will be made publicly
avai |l abl e? 1505.2
yes/ no page(s)

15. Does the ROD state on its face that no decision has been made
until the later of the followng dates: (1) ninety (90) days
after publication of the notice for a draft EI'S; (2) thirty
(30) days after publication of the notice for a final EIS?
1506. 10( b)

yes/ no page(s)

16. (a) Heritage conservation. |If the decision is or includes
t aki ng an action which woul d adversely affect a property on or
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, does the
ROD state that (1) that a nmenorandum of agreenent has been
prepared between (i) the federal agency, (ii) the State
Hi storic Preservation Oficer and (iii) the Executive Director
of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and (2) that
the terms of the nmenorandum of agreenent will be carried out?
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36 CFR 800.4(e) and 800.6(c)(3)
yes/ no page(s)

(b) State and |local plans and progranms. |f any of the
alternatives include taking an action which is direct Federal
devel opment and/or federal assistance, does the ROD explain (1)
how State and | ocal agencies will be notified of actions taken
(i nmpl enenting, tim ng, postponenment, abandonnent, etc.), and
(2) any actions taken contrary to State and | ocal agency
recomendati ons?

yes/ no page(s)

(c) Coastal zones. |If the decision is or includes taking an
action which (1) is a developnent project in the coastal zone,
(2) directly affects the coastal zone, (3) is listed in an
approved coastal managenent program as requiring a consistency
determ nation, (4) has been nonitored by a State as requiring a
consi stency determ nation, (5) is the sane as or simlar to
actions for which a consistency determ nation has been prepared
in the past, or (6) has been subject to a thorough consistency
assessnment, does the ROD state that State coastal managenent
agenci es have been provided with consistency information at
| east 90 days prior to the date of the decision, or that both
t he Federal agency and the State agency have agreed to an
alternative period? 15 CFR 930.34(b) and 930.41(c)

yes/ no page(s)

(d) Eloodplains. |If the decision is or includes taking an
action in a floodplain, does the ROD include (1) an explanation
of why "the policies set forth in [the fl oodpl ai ns Executive
Order] requires siting in a floodplain”, and (2) statenment that
the action is designed or nodified "to mnimze potential harm
to or within the floodplain" (consistent with agencies

i npl ementing procedures)? Executive Order 11988, Fl oodplain
Managenent, Section 2(a)(2) (42 FR 26951, May 25, 1977)

yes/ no page(s)

(e) Wetl ands. I f the decision is or includes undertaking or
provi di ng assi stance for new construction | ocated in wetl ands,
does the ROD include a finding "(1) that there is no
practicable alternative to such construction, and (2) that the
proposed action includes all practicable neasures to mninm ze
harmto wetlands which may result from such use" (taking into
account econom c, environnmental and other pertinent factors)?
Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, Section 2(a) (42
FR 26961, My 25, 1977)

yes/ no page(s)
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(f) Farm ands. If the decision is or includes taking an action
whi ch converts prime or unique farm ands to other uses, does
the ROD include a finding that there was no practicable
alternative to such conversion (taking into account econoni c,
environnental and other pertinent factors such as agency

m ssion)? NEPA Section 101(b(4); Council on Environmental
Quality, Menorandum for Heads of Agencies, August 11, 1980 (45
FR 59189, Septenber 8, 1980

yes/ no page(s)

END



29



	Title Name: 
	Name: 
	Date: 
	Number: 
	Enter Due Date: 
	Enter date of EIS: 
	Reviewer's Full Name: 
	check only one: 
	check only 1: 
	Check only 1: 
	Check mark only 1 of 6: 


